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Abstract 
' THE DEIVOGRAPHIC CHARACTERISTICS OF HOviICIDE VICTIMS 
IN RIVERSIDE COUNTY BETWEEN 1975 AND 1979 
by Audrey Pamela Kyte-Griffith 
This study focuses on the dynamics of victimization. 
It looks at the encounter between criminal and victim in an 
opposite direction from what is customary, dealing not with 
the perpetrator but the victim. 
The victims studied in this research were 295 people 
who were the subjects of homicidal assaults in Riverside 
County between January, 1975 and December, 1979. The 
details of their deaths were gathered from records in the 
Coroner's office at Riverside, and 29 variables were 
selected for analysis. 
The subjects included 231 males and 63 females, 228 
of whom were Caucasians, 38 Blacks, 24 Mexicans, 4 American 
Indians, l Oriental, and one who could not be identified at 
all. The homicide rate over the five year period was 56 
victims per 100,000 residents in the County, higher than 
the national average. Use was made in this study of 119 
zip code areas, which were important to this study, 38 of 
which identify the places where the . homicide victims' 
bodies were found, and 82 of which gave the general 
location of their residences prior to their death. Not 
all of the victims were residents of Riverside County. 
Some were residents of Los Angeles, Orange, San Bernardino, 
Ventura and other counties outside of Southern California. 
Hom i c i des took p lace more in the p • m. hour s than in 
the a.m. hours. A disproportionate number of victims were 
killed during the weekends. The gun was the most common 
weapon used in this act, with the knife second. Also, some 
type of drugs were found in almost half of the victims' 
bodies • . 
The major demographic characteristics covered in 
this study to give a detailed understanding are age, sex, 
marital status, ethnicity and occupation. Three groups, 
Caucasians, Blacks and American Indians were overrep-
resented as homicide victims when compared with their 
proportions in the general population. Blacks outnumbered 
all other ethnicity by a ratio of almost 3 to 1. Certain 
parts of the city were also overrepresented as locations of 
homicidal attacks. The finding of this study are not much 
different from other studies on homicide victims in terms 
of circumstantial and demographic characteristics. The 
results reflect the diversity of the Riverside popula-
tion. 
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Homicide has been a fact of social life since the 
beginning of recorded history. Early in the biblical 
record Cain murdered his brother Abel, and since their day 
men great and small have chosen various kinds of inhumanity 
to achieve their wants. 
Today, acts of homicide have become almost common-
place in American life. Every day on the radio and tele-
vision and in the newspaper we hear about people dying at 
the hands of others, and popular fiction often begins with 
"wh o d u n i t. " I t i s a 1 mo s t imp o s s i b 1 e t o i g n o r e t h i s a s p e c t 
of American life. As a nation we are both fascinated and 
terror-stricken by such violence. 
Homicide is not an individual concern, but a complex 
social problem involving all citizens. People are affected 
not only when tragedy strikes them directly, but also when 
they hear about others who suffer violent deaths. The 
search for solutions to this social problem has engaged the 
attention of psychologists, sociologists, anthropologists, 
law-makers and many other common citizens. Psychologists 
look for explanations in the personality traits or enviro-
mental circumstances of those who commit murder. Sociol-
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ogists look for answers by investigating group values, 
ideologies and attitudes by compiling data on the incidence 
of homicides. Anthropologists examine cultural traditions 
in different societies. As Lester and Lester wrote: 
Murder in one society may be tolerated or 
even approved under certain conditions, 
whereas other cultures or subcultures may have 
quite different opinions, and, therefore quite 
different patterns of murder. A lower-class 
American youth who kills in a gang fight may not 
be rebelling and/or acting out conflicts with 
his parents; he may instead be behaving as a 
proper citizen of his gang society (Lester and 
Lester, 1975:7). 
By any set of standards, homicide is one of the 
most violent, anti-social and aggressive acts any human 
being can commit against another. Because no one is 
beyond becoming a homicide victim, many societies have 
strict laws against the indiscriminate taking of another's 
life. They usually spell out the circumstances which are 
considered lawful, as when a law officer kills someone to 
protect others or himself or a soldier kills in battle. 
Homicide breaks all moral and religious codes, because it 
is by definition not sanctioned. It seems to demoralize or 
impede a society's morals when the murder rate constantly 
rises. The internal equilibrium of communities is 
affected, for security of the individual is a fundamental 
need. Unrestricted violence threatens the community and 
the nation. The death of an active member of society 
usually has adverse effects on many other people, such as 
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members of his family. Homicide seems to be on the 
increase in America, despite extensive research and tre-
mendous monetary and manpower support for law-enforcement 
and correctional facilities as well as legislation aimed at 
curbing the practice. 
THE TREND 
In the United States, it is estimated that every 
year for the last ten years there were over 20,000 
homicide victims. This is at a rate of one individual 
being murdered every 27 minutes (U.S. Department of 
Justice, 1980:6). This is the present-day picture, which 
differs markedly from two to three decades ago, when those 
mu r d e r e d numb e r e d ab o u t 8 , 0 0 0 • " I n l 9 7 8 , t h e r e wa s an 
average of 9 murder victims for every 100,000 inhabitants 
in the Nat i on • . • • Nat i on a l l y, the number of murder s 
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i n c r e a s e d 2 p e r c e n t fr om 1 9 7 7 t o l 9 7 8 • " ( U • S • Depa r t men t 
o f J u s t i c e , 1 9 8 0 : 8 ) • Ac c o r d i n g t o Don a l d T • Lund e , "We a r e 
now experiencing a murder epidemic that is breaking all 
previous records. More Americans were murdered from 1970 
through 1974 than were killed during the entire Vietnam 
wa r " ( L u n d e , 1 9 7 6 : 1 ) • 
New York which is called the proverbial jungle has 
the most homicides in America, and it is followed closely 
by Los Angeles. According to a local television report, 
in 1979 there were over 2,500 homicide victims in New York, 
while in Los Angeles there were over 2,000. 
Yet the incidence of homicide varies throughout a 
given city, for example, in Los Angeles, neighborhoods 
like north and west San Fernando Valley can be counted as 
somewhat peaceful, with a murder rate of about one or two 
dozen per 100,000 inhabitants. In the central and south-
central areas of Los Angeles, however, in 1980 the murder 
rate rose as high as 159 per 100,000 inhabitants. 
Statistics for suburban counties and towns also 
reflect an increase in the homicide rate. They are no 
longer the domain of safety they were thought to be only 
two decades ago, when many people decided to seek them as 
a haven from the crimes of the cities. 
STATa~ENT OF THE PROBLEM 
Within the last decade interest has shifted from 
the criminals to the victims of crime. This interest 
includes, but is not limited to, homicide victims. They 
have always been neglected or given limited coverage, not 
only by the media but also by policy makers and social 
scientists. The limelight is still given to the murderers, 
because they can be interviewed by law enforcement agents, 
social scientists, researchers and the media. They are in 
prime focus to bear the brunt of society's outrage. 
4 
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The earliest coverage given to crime victims was in 
the published works of Hans von Hentig, Benjamin Mandelsohn 
( wh o co i n e d t he t e rm "v i c t i mo l o g y " ) , and E l l en be r g • Han s 
von Hentig's paper was entitled "Remarks on the Interaction 
of Perpetrator and Victim" (1940) and his book, was The 
Criminal and His Victim (1948). (See Drapkin, I. and E. 
Viano, 1973:83). Marvin E. Wolfgang published his research 
on homicide victims in 1958 • . Since that time homicide 
victims were given only sympathy and limited media coverage 
until a recent resurge of interest which was sparked by the 
Sep t e mb e r , l 9 7 3 , s ymp o s i um on v i c t i mo l o g y he l d i n J e r u s a 1 em 
and by the 1975 International Institute on Victimology in 
Bellago, Italy (Drapkin, et al. 1973:84). This new 
interest is also due to the frightening escalation in the 
incidence of homicide. In an effort to deal with this 
escalation, all concerned are giving some attention to 
those victimized. 
Because of the relatively recent interest in the 
victims of homicide, the empirical validity of researches 
on the subject is somewhat limited. This study seeks to 
add to the findings concerning victimology through a de-
tailed study of the permanently filed records of the River-
side County Coroner's office on the victims of homicide. 
OBJECTIVE OF THIS STUDY 
The purpose of this study is to describe the demo-
graphic characteristics of homicide victims in Riverside 
County over the five year period between January, 1975, and 
December, 1979. It is also the purpose of this study to 
examine the circumstances under which the victims were 
killed. Thus, this study seeks to answer the following 
specific questions: 
Demographics Of Victims 
1. What are the demographic characteristics, i.e. 
age, sex, ethnicity, marital status, and occupation of 
the homicide victims in Riverside County? 
2. What is the geographical distribution of homicide 
in Riverside County? 
Circumstances Of Homicide 
1. What percentage of the Riverside County 
homicides are attributed to a given mode of death? 
2. When and where were the homicide victims dis-
covered (day, time and location)? 
3. Were other life endangering substances (i.e. 
alcohol/drugs) found in the victims? 
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SIGNIFICANCE OF THIS STUDY 
The significance of this study may be highlighted on 
two accounts; its timeliness and its potential contribution 
to crime prevention. 
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In the past, much of the criminological researchers 
were one-sided, focusing mainly upon criminals rather than 
on their victims. The study of crime from the viewpoint of 
the victims is a relatively recent development, and crime 
victims have received little attention and protection. Now 
the American public is demanding that more attention be 
given to the rights of victims. For instance, the Victims' 
Bill of Rights in California is a manifestation of such a 
prevailing public sentiment. (See Appendix D). Thus, a 
victimological study such as this is intended to enhance 
the public understanding of crime victims. 
Se6ondly, the study of crime from the viewpoint of 
prevention is valuable, because a better understanding of 
potential crime victims and their circumstances may enable 
policy-makers to reduce the incidence of crime. Crime 
prevention is the best protection a government can provide 
for its citizens. Crime fighting is costly in terms of 
human lives, property, manpower and money. 
It is hoped that the new information resulting from 
this study may provide insight into the dimensions of this 
new subfield, victimology. 
SCOPE OF THIS STUDY 
This study is limited to records in the Coroner's 
Off ice of Riverside County which were accessible for 
investigation. The portion extracted for this purpose was 
d a t e d f r om J an u a r y , 1 9 7 5 t o Dec e mb e r , l 9 7 9 • Th i s s t u d y 
deals solely with the description of homicide victims in 
terms of their demographic characteristics, the physical 
circumstances of the events surrounding their deaths, and 
other related aspects, within that five year period. 
DEFINITION OF KEY TERMS 
Not every act of killing is categorized legally as 
murder. Some killings like manslaughter and self-protec-
tion, are considered accidental and legally justifiable. 
However, "Every murder is a homicide." 
One of the definitions used for homicide is 
applicable here. For the purpose of this study murder/ 
homicide is defined as: 
Willful, deliberate and premeditated killing of a 
human being, feloniously and maliciously •.•• It is 
also defined as the killing of one person by another 
which is not accidental and not in the cause of 
socially prescribed duty (Palmer, 1960:80). 
Murder-suicide is defined as follows: 
This self-explanatory pattern of criminal homi-
c i de i s on e i n wh i c h t h e k i 1 1 e r k i 1 l s h i ms e 1 f s h o r t l y 
after the fatal assault on his victim. These are 
often "compact" killings in which a husband and wife, 
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boyfriend or girlfriend, or parent and child agree 
that both should die and one takes the responsibility 
for killing the other and then himself (Kessler and 
Weston, 1961:274). 
A homicide victim is silenced by death at the hands 
of another. The death may result from an altercation such 
as a quarrel that leads to a fight which results in someone 
being shot (gunshot), or to strangulation, stabbing or 
poisoning. The commission of the homicide may be an 
unintentional act, resulting from an accidental shooting 
or fight, or it may be a knowing act, premeditated act by 
someone whose intention is to kill. 
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CHAPTER I I 
REVIEW OF LITERATURE 
This chapter reviews the literature on victimology, 
with special emphasis on homicide victims. Most of the 
studies have yielded a significant consistency in their 
findings. 
SEX OF VICTIMS 
On the basis of their findings, Donald T. Lunde and 
Marvin Wolfgang both concluded that "men are the victims of 
murder over three times as often as women" (Lunde, 1976:10). 
MacDonald observed that, "a great majority of female 
victims are slain by men" (MacDonald, 1961:74). Thus, one 
might say that the practice of homicide is dominated by 
males, not only as victims but also as murderers. As 
stated by J. L. Barkas, "In 1975, three out of four murder 
v i c t i ms we r e ma 1 e s " ( Ba r k a s , 1 9 7 8 : 5 9 ) • Th u s , t h e ma l e 
segment of our society accounts for a high percentage of 
the homicide victims in any given year. Perhaps this has 
to do with the pressures that society or peers put on men, 
who in turn tend to socialize more outdoors and are 
con~erned with their pride and honor. This seems to 
10 
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manifest itself in gang membership, where alcohol and other 
drug abuse are prevalent, along with other forms of anti-
social behavior. 
WEAPONS USED 
0 f a l l the weapons used in comm i t t i n g mu r de r s , f i r e -
arms are at the top of the scale. "About two-thirds of 
American deaths from homicide are due to the use of fire-
arms" (Dublin and Bunzel in Wolfgang, 1958:92J. Lunde 
added figures on other weapons: 
Shooting, primarily with handguns, account for about 
two-thirds of all murders in the U.S. Knives account 
for about 19 percent; assault (beating, strangulation), 
accounts for about 8 percent; and the final 7 percent 
involve poisoning~ burning, asphyxiation with gas, or· 
throwing the victims out a high window (Lunde, 1976:6). 
Barkas compared the figures on assaults and com-
pleted homicides: 
In 1975, 66 percent of all American homicide victims 
were killed with a gun, but only 25 percent of all 
a s s a u 1 t v i c t i ms d i e d fr om bu l l e t s [ s i c J • Con v e r s e l y , 9 
percent of all murders were committed with hand and 
feet, but 26 percent of all ~~saults were accomplished 
w i th these "per son a l we a p.o n s ,,1 (Bark as , l 9 7 8: 7 l , 7 2 ). 
The use of a gun often results in the death of 
persons to whom the killer did not intend to do harm. 
This could include a member of the gun-wielders family, any 
lpersonal Weapons: Feet, hand, head and fist (any 
part of the human body used to kill another). 
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of his loved ones or acquaintances, or even himself. There 
have been occasions when the killer intended also to die 
by his own gun. "Death by shooting was markedly common 
among the victims of murder-suicide" (West, 1966:31). 
AGE OF VICTIMS 
Some age groups, especially young adults seem to be 
more vulnerable to murder than others. According to 
Barkas, the average age of "both victims and offenders is 
said to be between eighteen and twenty-five" (Barkas, 
1978:72). She adds that the largest concentration of 
homicide victims is in the 16-to 30-year-old range-the 
prime years" (Barkas, 1978:59). Children "under the age 
of one year are murdered much more of ten than older 
children. Like nonwhite adults, nonwhite children are 
murdered more frequently than whites ••.. " (Lester and 
Lester, 1975:15). 
Wolfgang, Lester and MacDonald agreed on the general 
age bracket of individuals whom they researched as homicide 
victims. In terms of the relationship between murderers 
and victims, Wolfgang in one of his early victim studies, 
states, "Victims are generally older than their offenders, 
the median age of the former being 35.l years and the 
l a t t e r 3 1 . 9 ye a r s " (W o l f g a n g , 1 9 5 8 : 1 9 ) . The yo u n g wh o k i l 1 
may be categorized as unproductive members of society, 
because of their being school drop-outs, or unemployed 
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a f t er hi g h sch o o 1 . Thus , in order for th em to v en t the i r 
anger against society they rebel in various forms. One of 
those forms may be to commit murder. 
GEOGRAPHICAL LOCATION 
According to many researchers, certain kinds of 
locations have a higher incidence of homicide than others. 
As explained by MacDonald: 
Murder is most likely to occur in the central 
business area of the city, the low grade residential 
areas (especially Negro mass) immediately surrounding 
the business district, and in the areas of residence 
around heavy industrial areas. It occurs most commonly 
in private homes (for Negroes), on public streets (for 
whites) and in places of commercial recreation ·where 
alcohol drinks are available, such as cafes, pool 
halls, dance halls, juke joints, etc. (MacDonald, 1961: 
12 ) • 
Gibbons suggested that violence was more prevalent 
in the inner city neighborhoods because of the subcultures 
found there. He said: 
The subculture of violence, made up of groups quick 
to utilize force in interpersonal relations, appears to 
be centralized in those urban slum areas •.• as places 
where homicide rates are high. Frequently, those 
neighborhoods are populated by lower income Negroes 
(Gibbons, 1973:354). 
Of course, homicides can happen any where. Barkas 
reported that "a person is more likely to be a homicide 
victim in an American city with a population of over 
250,000 persons" (Barkas, 1978:58). 
TIME OF MLRDER 
There are certain times when a greater number of 
individuals are murdered than at other times. Lunde 
reported: 
Murder is much more common on weekends than during 
the week, more common at night than by day, and more 
frequent on or around holidays than during other times 
of the year .••• About two-thirds of the killings 
o c cu r r e d be twee n 8 : 0 0 p • m. an d 2 : 0 0 a • m . ( Lu n de , l 9 7 6 : 
6). 
More specifics were given in this account by 
MacDonald: 
The incidence of homicide reaches its peak on 
weekend and at nights. Of the 500 homicides in Frank 
Harlan's study, 123(24.6%) occur on Saturdays and 
136(27.2%) on Sundays. No other day of the week shows 
such concentration, the range for the remaining days 
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of the week being from 44(8.8%) on Mondays to 56(11.2%) 
on Fridays. Most of the murders occur during the night 
hours; thus 53.4% take place between the hours of 
8 p.m. and 2 a.m. 25% of the murders are perpetrated 
between 6 p.m. Saturday and 6 a.m. Sunday morning, 
making this the most lethal 12 hour period during the 
week (MacDonald, 1961:9). 
The reasons may be that weekends and holidays are 
associated with increased interaction for almost all people 
"For the most part homicide occurs during leisure time and 
is frequently associated with recreational pursuits" 
(MacDonald, 1961:10). Leisure time and socializing may 
provide the occasion for open discussions. These may lead 
to angry provocations and followed by altercations, with 
deadly results. "Homicides and physical assaults basically 
manifest the kind of aggressive criminal profiles. They 
15 
occur most commonly between 5:00 p.m. and 2:00 a.m." 
(Barkas, 1978:72).· 
During the year a high percentage of homicide takes 
place in the warm season. According to Lunde, "more 
murders occur in the sunmer months, with the highest number 
in September" (Lunde, 1976:26). Reckless expanded somewhat 
on this finding by concluding in his study that "the 
frequency of murder was highest during the period of August 
through December, with August and September representing 
t he h i g h mo n t h s of the ye a r • • • • " (Reck l e s s , 1 9 7 3 : 2 3 ) . 
Also some suspect that a high number of homicides take 
place during the yearly holiday celebrations, especially 
at holiday season such as Christmas. 11 It is possible that 
the long holiday season with closer family relations during 
the Christmas season may account for the greater number in 
December" (Lunde, 1976:26). 
MacDonald agreed with Lunde on the surrmer increase: 
Sunmer is the time of leisure, mischief and 
socialization for many, and homicide is generally 
committed against persons with whom one has personal 
feelings - friends, family members, lovers, acquain-
t a n c e s , comp an i o n s i n r e c r e a t i on e t c . , and t h e 
opportunities for personal contacts are much greater 
during leisure time (MacDonald, 1961:10). 
If the above findings are true, many individuals who 
fell prey were not only caught unawares, but maybe doubted 
that their attackers would have completed the act. This 
can be because of the close relationship they and the 
attackers shared. 
16 
OFFENDER AND VICTIM RELATIONSHIP 
In the homicidal encounter not only are strangers 
involved, but friends and relatives may participate too. 
The fact that homicide occurs within the family unit is 
disturbing. Kutash showed the result in his 1975 finding 
that in "murders involving husband and wife, the wife was 
the victim in 52 percent of the incidences and the husband 
in the remaining 48 percent" (Kutash and Schlisinger, 1978: 
123). MacDonald concurred by stating: "The victims are 
almost invariably members of the slayer's family" (Mac-
Donald, 1961:78). 
A significant finding in one of Wolfgang's studies 
reported by MacDonald is "that 500 (65 percent) of the 
victims were relatives, close friends, paramours or 
homosexual partners of the particular offender, while only 
12 percent of the victims were strangers" (MacDonald, 
1961:64). West continued to show that the majority of 
murder-suicide cases consisted of the killing of a spouse 
or 1 over • 0 f the 2 6 vi ct i ms , 10 were wives k i 1 led by 
husbands, 6 were women killed by their lovers and one was 
a husband killed by his wife, and one a lover killed by 
his mistress. (West, 1966:11). 
Other researchers show unanimity in their findings 
on the perpetrator-and-victim relationship. Karl Schanborn 
found that: 
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Three-fourths of all homicide victims are either 
family intimates or friends and acquaintances of the 
offender. The great risk of being murdered comes not 
from strangers in dark alleys but from family intimates 
or friends in one's home (Schanborn, 1976:21). 
According to the media reports, it can be taken for 
granted that many homicide victims are not only caught 
unawares, but that the act is completely unexpected, 
although both the victim and the perpetrator are acquain-
ted in some cases. This tends to happen at times when 
friends or relatives are embroiled in an argument. 
Instead of a peaceful settlement, one of them strikes out, 
putting an end to the other's life intentionally or unin-
tentionally. In this regard, Lunde has made a useful 
distinction through the following figures. 
Less than 30 percent of all murder victims are 
strangers to the killer. Slightly more than 30 percent 
are family members or lovers. In the remaining cases, 
the victim is a friend, neighbor or casual acquaint-
ance. About one-fourth of all murders occur within the 
f am i l y • Ha l f o f t he s e i n v o l v e t he w i f e k i I l i n g the 
husband or vice versa, the other half involve parents 
and children or other close relatives. In such 
killings between spouses or lovers, women are more 
l i k e 1 y to be k i l led by men (Lunde, l 9 7 6 : 2 3 1 ) • 
A sad aspect in this crime is that "almost all of 
t he i n f an t s t ha t a r e k i l l e d a r e k i l 1 e d by t he i r mo t he r s " 
(Lunde, 1976:5). 
ALCOHOL 
Alcohol acts as a stimulant for many irrational 
kinds of behavior, and the act of homicide is no exception. 
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As shown in investigations by MacDonald, "Either or both 
the victim and the offender have been drinking prior to the 
slaying in nearly two-thirds of the cases" He noted 
further, "Alcohol is a factor strongly related to the 
violence with which an offender kills his victim" (Mac-
Donald, 1961:19). John Wertham supported the above statis-
tics in his finding that "it has been estimated that in 
50 percent of assaults and murder alcohol played a role" 
(Wertham, 1966:45). 
Wolfgang, Wertham and MacDonald all agreed, but 
MacDonald gave emphasis to the fact that: 
Alcohol indulgence by either the victim, the 
offender, or both, was much higher in weekend murders, 
than in those occuring during other days in the week ••• 
He suggested a possible association between alcohol, 
weekend slayings and the payment of wages on Fridays 
(MacDonald, 1961:19). 
Lunde added to the picture when he stated: 
Murders in bars typically involve two people who 
have been drinking together and have become progress-
ively drunk and belligerent. Murders in other commer-
cial establishments are most often felony murders. 
Murders on stairways usually occur in apartment 
buildings and often involve a conflict between two 
p e op l e wh o l i v e i n t he bu i l d i n g ( Lu n d e , 1 9 7 6 : 9 ) . 
The use of alcohol often lowers inhibitions and 
lessens the judgment of people who otherwise might not have 
gone so far. 
SETTING 
At the rate of today's incidence of homicide no 
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place is safe, not even the domain, of home. MacDonald 
indicated that "More slayings occur in the home than out-
side the home. Men kill and are killed most frequently in 
the street, while women kill most often in the kitchen, but 
are killed most often in the bedroom" (MacDonald, 1961:12). 
Harlan's study cited in the works of MacDonald offer an 
explanation of these findings in the following statement: 
Private homes are more lethal than public places •.•• 
Among women the murder is far more likely to occur in 
the home of the victim than in the home of the agent; 
the reverse is true of men. And a much higher propor-
tion of women are killed in the home common to the 
victim and agent than is true of men (MacDonald, 1961: 
12). 
Our homes should be the sanctuary from any or all social 
ills. People may suppose that when the world is locked out 
so are the dangers, but the irony is that the danger is 
often within. This is substantiated with the finding that: 
More than 40 percent of all murders occur inside a 
home, reflecting the high incidence of murder within 
the family or among neighbors and friends. Within the 
home, by far the most common site is the bedroom, 
where almost one-fifth of all murders occur (Lunde, 
1976:7, 9). 
Homicides can occur in public places. Homicides 
generally occur at rooming houses, taverns or eating places 
and in the open on some street nearby" (MacDonald, 1961: 
13). Patrons of these establishments, who may be unsus-
pecting newcomers to a city or state, are sometimes 
victims. This may be because they are in search of reason-
able housing. According to Lunde, " .•. the streets provide 
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the setting primarily at night, for almost one-third of all 
murders. Both killer and victim in a street slaying are 
u s u a 1 l y ma 1 e " ( Lund e , 1 9 7 6 : 9 ) • 
STATUS 
It is obvious that many individuals, whether due 
to lack of education, awareness, or preparedness, remain 
oblivious to the deadly possibility of becoming a homicide 
victim. Many may think they do not fit the mold, due to 
their social status or community of residence. What they 
f a i 1 t o r ea l i z e i s t ha t mu r de r , l i k e o t he r c r i me s , can 
happen anywhere. It is not confined to the urban neighbor-
hoods (ghettos) nor among the poor. Homicide has also 
invaded the privacy of affluent neighborhoods and individ-
uals. It is obvious that no one is beyond the grasp of 
being victimized. What seems evident today is stated in 
"Victimology" (1973): 
Persons of low prestige were most often the victims 
of homicide, as is true of literate societies. Those 
of medium prestige were relatively seldom homicide 
v i c t i ms • Howe v e r , the r e i s a r a t he r p r on ounce d 
tendency for high prestige persons to be homicide 
victims (Drapkin and Viano, 1973:~4). 
Barkas, however, has detected an emerging trend far 
more middle class members do become victims of homicide. 
She observes: 
More than ever before, murderers are choosing 
victims from the middle class. Not only are there 
more murder victims from a broader range of social 
econ om i c c las s l iv i n g in r u r a 1 , suburban , and u r ban 
communities, but there are more victims per murderer 
(Barkas, 1978:60, 61). 
Homicide is becoming a phenomenon affecting a wide · 
spectrum of American society. 
ETHNIC BACKGROUND 
Donald T. Sutherland in Galaway's Perspectives on 
Crime Victims has found a somewhat consistent pattern in 
the ethnicity of slayers and their victims. He reports: 
In crimes of personal violence the victim and the 
offenders are generally of the same racial group and 
have residence not far apart. Negroes murder Negroes, 
Italians murder Italians, and Chinese murder Chinese, 
but most data indicates that more whites slay Negroes 
than vice versa (Galaway, 1981:131). 
In a subsequent investigation, Barkas added another 
aspect to the subject: 
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Ninety-four percent of all murders are intraracial 
murders •••. Blacks in the U.S. murder far more often 
than whites, and, as most of their victims are black, 
the murder rate for blacks is significantly higher than 
for wh i t es (Bark as, 197 8,: 5 ) • 
Intraracial murders seem likely because ethnic groups are 
drawn together both socially in specific neighborhoods. 
This makes it easy to direct their anger towards each 
o t h e r • H en t i g ' s f i n d i n g s s h ow, " I n g e n e r a l i t ma y be 
said that victims were homicidally assaulted most fre-
quently by males of their own race and least frequently 
by females of another race" (Hentig, 1948:23). 
Another aspect of the findings on ethnicity regards 
the nonwhite and American Indian victim populations. 
Lester and Lester state that: 
Nonwhites are much more likely to be murdered than 
whites •••• Another highly murdered group is the 
Indians. One most likely to be murdered is male non-
wh i t e , n o t l i v i n g w i t h a s po u s e • W i t h a l o o k a t t he 
general population it was found that death from murder 
is much more common among Indians than in the general 
population of the United States (Lester and Lester, 
1975:13, 15, 16). 
VICTIM PRECIPITATED HavUCIDE 
Sociologists have defined victim-precipitated 
h om i c i des as those in wh i ch "the vi ct i m i s the f i r s t to 
produce a weapon or resort to physical violence in a 
conflict that leads to a killing" (Lunde, 1976:9). 
Wolfgang, who coined the phrase "victim-precipitated," 
states emphatically that many victims are responsible for 
their demise. He concluded from his data that "there are 
certain criminal homicides in which the victim is a direct 
po s i t i v e p r e c i p i t a t o r • " (W o l f g an g , 1 9 5 8 : 7 0 ) • F o r t h i s 
Sheidman in Allen's book Homicide: Perspectives on Pre-
vention offers an explanation by his statement that, "The 
victim--the individual, fosters, facilitates, or hastens 
his or her death •••. The person •.. starts a fight and ends 
up a victim" (Allen, 1971:42). In the literature on 
victim-precipitated homicides some reference is made to 
gangland slayings that result not only in the death of 
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strangers or feuding rivals, but also of family members who 
ma y be ca u g h t i n t h e 1 i n e o f f i r e • 
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Within this category too, men are depicted as out-
numbering females. Lunde shows: 
The incidence of male victims of victim-precipitated 
homicides is an astonishing 94 percent. A higher per-
centage of V-P homicides occur between spouses than is 
found in non-V-P-murders. Eighty-five percent of V-P 
murders between spouses involve a wife killing her 
husband; whereas in non-V-P murders between spouses, 72 
percent involve a husband killing his wife. Thus, in 
V-P- homicides, husbands are much more likely to 
provoke their wives by use of force and themselves end 
up the fatality (Lunde, 1976:10). 
"Particularly striking is the finding that almost 70 
percent of the victims have been drinking just prior to 
their death in V-P murders (versus 47 percent of the 
v i c t i ms i n non - V -P mu r de r s ) " (Lunde , l 9 7 6 : l 0 ) • 
Lunde continues to show that "Victim-precipitated 
murder victims not only tend to be of lower socioeconomic 
status than the victims of non-victim-precipitated, but 
also, interestingly, tend to closely resemble the offenders 
in non-V-P cases" (Lunde, 1976:10). 
CAUSES 
The probable causes for one ~ecoming a homicide 
v i c t i m a r e ma n y . F o r i n s t an c e , mu r d e r i s o f t e n comm i t t e d 
following a robbery or a rape to keep the attacker from 
being identified. Hentig states, "Younger females 
sometimes become the victims of murder after suffering 
sexual assaults, after an altercation, robbery, or 
i n c l u d i n g an a r g u me n t " ( H en t i g , l 9 4 8 : 3 7 ) • The ch o i c e o f 
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wrong companions, according to Avison, Wolfgang and 
Palmer, is an additional explanation for homicides. An 
individual's would-be companion can turn out to be his 
attacker. Or alternatively, a victim's companion may be in 
danger because when the victim dies his companion is also 
killed so the murderer can remain anonymous. (This is 
referred to as a problem-solving homicide.) (Avison, 1974: 
57). 
Another type of homicide is referred to as 
"stranger-murders, often cal led felony murders, because the 
victims are usually killed during or after a felonious 
crime such as robbery, burglary, rape, or assault" 
(Barkas, 1978:63). In some cases, "The victim is the crime 
partner, killed by a nervous or inept robber in the con-
fusion of a shoot out" (Lunde, 1976:5). 
Sl.M\iARY OF THE REVIEW 
The overall picture presented in the literature 
depicts the various characteristics and circumstances of 
homicide victims. It portrays males not only as the more 
frequent homicide victims, but as outnumbering females in 
the role of perpetrator. Numerous investigators such as 
Lunde (1976), Wolfgang (1958) and Hentig (1948) had one 
common finding, that alcohol was a leading contributor to 
this senseless act. In addition, previous surveys 
indicate that the evenings, week-ends, holidays and the 
warm season stand out as the time most homicides are 
committed MacDonald (1961), Lunde (1976). 
Further, social or economic status does not 
serve as a deterrent in the choice of homicide victims. 
Being in the upper class can not offer a person security 
from becoming a homicide victim. Hans von Hentig (1948) 
specified that although the poorer classes of society are 
mos t l i k e l y to be v i ct i mi z·e d in th i s manner , the upper 
class in today's society also has a significant repre-
sentation. 
Homicides have a greater likelihood of taking place 
in certain locations. For instance, the "ghetto" is 
categorized as the "breeding ground." Furthermore, being 
in bars, saloons, deserted alley-ways, streets, some 
rooming houses and, less often, even private homes makes 
one very vulnerable, according to some of the findings. 
Some of these situations are more vulnerable than others, 
as becoming involved in drinking scenes or frequenting 
unsafe streets. 
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The gun that many individuals (be it perpetrators or 
v'ictims) today carry for security is likely to become their 
deadliest enemy. In the event of a robbery, rape or 
assault of any type in which a murder may result, the gun 
i s 1 i k e l y t o be u s e d • As we 1 o o k a t t h e s t a t i s t i c s o f 
de a t h - i n f 1 i c t i n g weapon s , g u n s l ea d t he way , t hen t he kn i f e 
(being stabbed or cut), then clubs and other devices which 
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include the extension of the human body, coupled with ropes 
or cords (Lunde 1976). 
These dangerous devices are accessible because they 
are in many homes. The devices are employed in the 
killing of husbands, wives, children, other family members, 
friends and others. As shown by Wolfgang (1958) and Lunde 
(1976), a great number of homicide victims were killed by 
someone with whom he was familiar and in the victim's home, 
primarily in the bedroom. A surprising aspect noted in the 
literature was the high percentage of individuals who 
became victims at the hands of a family member. 
CHAPTER III 
METHOIX)LOGY 
GATHERING OF DATA 
This chapter deals with the steps taken in 
obtaining the data needed to do this study. Riverside 
County was chosen as the study site because of its 
close proximity to Loma Linda University. The Riverside 
County Coroner, James Bird, Jr., and his Chief Deputy, 
Mr. William Dykes, had given Dr. Vern Andress and the 
author permission to use their records to gather the data 
for this study. Other reasons for this choice include the 
following: 
First, the geographic location of the county is 
such that it represents nearly a perfect cross-section 
of the southern part of California, lacking only a 
coastal region. Second, the county population is 
widely distributed across a variety of settings. The 
county has a medium sized metropolitan area in the 
county seat; several small cities built around economic 
bases of agriculture, industry, military resort and 
retirement incomes and life-styles; two universities; 
several Indian reservations •.•. (Andress, 1976:3, 4). 
Riverside County also contains 7,310 square miles 
of deserts, valleys, mountains and canyons. The county 
extends from the Arizona border on the east to the border 
of Orange County on the west. To the south of Riverside 
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County are San Diego County and Imperial County. "In land 
area, Riverside County is almost as large as New Jersey. 
It stretches 184 miles across Southern California, from the 
Colorado River within 10 miles of the Pacific Ocean at one 
point (Census Bureau, 1980). 
To record the data on the homicide victims filed 
in Riverside County by the county Coroner's office between 
January, 1975, and December, 1979, a special data sheet was 
prepared. (An example of the data sheet can be seen in 
Appendix A). Events surrounding each victims death, 
coupled with the demographic characteristics, were filed 
in the coroner's reports. Each case was recorded on an 
individual sheet. The contents of the data sheet were 
as fol I ows: 
(1) The face sheet, which contained the demographic 
characteristics on the victims of homicide. 
(2) The medical autopsy reports. 
(3) The type of weapon used. 
(4) Drugs or alcohol found through toxicological 
analysis. 
For the gathering of data to be possible, the master 
log sheet with the pertinent informati~n regarding the 
deaths of the homicide victims was obtained from the office 
of the chief coroner (see Appendix B). The coroners' 
reports all had file numbers. They were photocopied 
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and, using the file numbers, the sheets (a replica of the 
coroner's investigation report sheet can be seen in Appen-
dix C) filed by the coroner were easily retrieved for 
recording. 
29 
Included in the coroner's reports are such informa-
tion as (a) field notes which were transcribed (describing 
the residences, or surrounding areas, position of the body, 
identifying marks and the weather conditions, (b) toxico-
logical reports, (c) autopsy findings, (d) name of the 
medical examiner, (e) whether the victim was buried or 
cremated, (f) where and how the homicide victim was found, 
(g) victim's driver's license, (h) death certificate (not 
available for all), (i) personal property (money, handbags, 
credit cards, and articles of clothing which are later 
given to next of kin). (The law requires that personal 
items, except medication, be returned to the next of kin 
upon request after the holding period of thirty days. 
Therefore a record of the personel property is kept.) 
DESCRIPTION OF THE SAMPLE 
The selection of the most recent five-year period 
(1975-1979) was an arbitrary decision made at the time of 
the data gathering. 
The homicide victims during the five-year period 
numbered 295. It was comprised of 231 males and 63 
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females. Broken down further, there were 228 Caucasians, 
38 Blacks, 24 Mexicans, 4 American Indians, l Oriental, and 
one badly decomposed unrecognizable body. 
Some of the subjects did not live in Riverside 
County. However, because of the location of the bodies 
they became subjects for this study. 
DISCUSSION OF INSTRLMENTS: RECORDING PROCEDURE 
When the Coroner's office is notified of a homicide, 
a coroner's investigator is then assigned to investigate 
the facts surrounding the event. Following this investi-
gation, he or she then dictates a report, which is later 
taped and then transcribed and filed. Appendices E and F 
show the coroner's data sheet which is used for recording, 
depicting the available information. Some of the recorded 
details are extensive, while others are rather limited. 
The mimeographed sheets which contained the names, 
dates, method, and file numbers of the homicide victims 
are filed in the office of the chief deputy coroner. He 
reviews all the reports after they are completed, and 
later files them in metal cabinets in the coroner's 
off ice. On the data sheets only the dates on which the 
victims were killed or found are mentioned. So in order 
to seek out the correct day of the week to coincide with 
the date of occurrences of death the perpetual calendar was 
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used. (It served to generate the day of week for any date 
between 1700 A.D. and 2108 A.D.). A Zip Code map was used 
to give the general location of each homicide victim's body 
as well as his or her place of residence, although there 
may have been only street names. (See map A for the 
victim's body location, and map B for their residence in 
Riverside and its neighboring counties.) 
METHOD OF TABULATING THE DATA 
The raw demographic data and other collected data 
from the Coroner's log sheet are presented in this study 
for descriptive and comparative purposes. They yielded 
a total of 29 variables. All the original information was 
coded not only to comply with the Anti-Secrecy Act but also 
to store the information in the computer. The variables 
were examined individually, and then cross-tabulated. 
CHAPTER IV 
VICTIM'S RESIDENCE AND PODY LOCATION 
The 295 homicide victims were all found in River-
side County. They were not all residents of Riverside 
County, for some of them had lived in Los Angeles and other 
parts of California, as well as in other states. The zip 
codes in Tables 1 and 2 show the number of homicide victims 
that were residents of Riverside County, and also those 
that were found in the neighboring regions of Riverside 
County. Also included in the zip code tables are the 
counties where many of the deceased had lived (see table 
2 ) • 
Zip codes 92501-09 are known as the downtown area 
of Riverside City. This area covers Orange, 7th Street, 
University Street, Magnolia, the Canyon Crest area, 
Arlington Ave, Main, La Sierra, Rubidoux and others. These 
zip codes comprise the business areas of Riverside County. 
Within one zip code district, 92501, in this down-
town area (business district), the bodies of 61 homicide 
victims were found. Whether they all died within zip code 
a r ea 9 2 5 0 1 or we r e p l aced the r e 1 ate r i s unknown ; the 
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Table 1. The Zip Code Areas of Victims' Bodies Found 
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Coroners' report includes only the specific location where 
the victims' bodies were found. 
MAPS 
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Figures 1 and 2 show the zip code maps. (Figure 3 
shows the fifty-eight counties of California). Figure 1 
covers Riverside City and County, showing the specific zip 
code locations and the number of homicide victim bodies 
that were found in the vicinity of those zip codes. Figure 
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Tab l e 2 . ·Re s i den c e of Hom i c i de V i c t i ms P r i o r to De a t h 
(1975-1979) 




(Riverside City) 92501-92509,520 90 
II 92501 ( 20) 
II 92504 (18) 
II 92503 ( 13) 
II 92509 (13) 
II 92507 (11) 
II 92506 ( 7 ) 
II 92505 ( 6) 
II 92508 ( 1 ) 
II 92520 ( 1 ) 
Indio 92201 17 
Palm Springs 92262 13 
Corona 91720 10 
Perris 92370 9 
Mira Lorna 91752 8 
Elsinore 92330 8 
Banning 92220 7 
Blythe 92225 7 
Beaumont 92223 6 
Herne t 92343 6 
Sunnymead 92388 5 
Coache 11 a 92236 4 
Palm Desert 92260 4 
Norco 91760 3 
Desert Hot Springs 92240 3 
Cathedral City 92234 2 
Palm Springs 92264 2 
Ripley 92272 2 
Thermal 92274 2 
Quail Valley 92380 2 
Cabazon 92230 1 
Mecca (North Shore) 92254 l 
Gi Iman Hot Springs 92340 l 
Idyllwild 92349 1 
Moreno 92360 1 
Sun City 92381 1 
Temecula 92390 1 
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*Note: There were 22 cases with unlisted addresses. 
Figure 2! Residence of Homicide Victims 
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The residences of the homicide victims were within 
five of California's fifty-eight counties. Yet, the 
majority of the victims resided in Riverside County. The 
findings seem to indicate that most homicide victims are 
murdered within the vicinity of their homes. 
VICTIMS' PLACE OF BIRTH 
It is a matter of common knowledge that not all of 
those who die in any particular state or city had been 
born there. · As shown in Table 4, not all of the homicide 
victims in this study were born in Riverside County, or, 
for that matter, in Southern California. The table shows 
the states in which they were born. 
According to the coroner's reports, over the five-
year period the out-of-state victims comprised more than 
half of the total. 
Although the information about the victims' native 
states is less significant in a highly mobile society, 
such as America, one can infer that many victims experi-




Table 3. Native State of Homicide Victims Found 
in Riverside County (1975-1979) 
Number of Number of 
State Victims City/State Victims 
California 99 Pennsylvania 3 
Texas 27 North Dakota 3 
Illinois 10 Alabama 1 
New York 8 Alaska 1 
Ohio 8 Arizona l 
Kansas 8 Colorado 1 
Arkansas 7 Massachusetts 1 
Iowa 6 Minnesota 1 
New Jersey 6 Nebraska 1 
Oklahoma 6 Nevada 1 
Michigan 5 Washington D.C. 1 
Mississippi 4 Washington State 1 
Tennessee 4 Kentucky 1 
Utah 4 Idaho 1 
Georgia 3 Florida 1 
New Mexico 3 Wyoming 1 
Total 228* 
*Note: The coroner's office had information on the victims' 
native state only in 228 cases. 
Figure 3. Homicide Victims Who Were California Residents 
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CIRCLMSTANCES RELATED TO Ha.AICIDES 
This chapter will focus upon the various aspects of 
the circumstances under which the victims' bodies were 
found. These are time, day of week, place of death, 
primary means used to kill, secondary means used to kill, 
and the amount of drugs found in the body of the homicide 
victims. 
Here primary and secondary means of death were used 
as categories for a clear understanding of how the victims 
died. Although the victims may have been shot in some 
cases they did not die from that but from strangulation, or 
some other cause. 
TIME OF DEATH 
There is a relationship between the incidence of 
homicide and the time of death. However, the information 
about the time of death was not available on 88 cases of 
the 295 listed homicide victims, fewer than one-third. 
Time information about 156 of the cases lack both accuracy 
and specificity. Because of this, the twenty-four-hour day 
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was divided into four categories: from 6 a.m. to 12 noon, 
f r om 1 2 : O 1 t o 6 p • m. , f r om 6 : 0 1 to 1 2 p • m. , or 1 2 : 0 1 t o 
6 a.m. 
The 6 p.m. to 12 midnight period stood out as the 
time when many (62 or 39.7 percent) of the victims died. 
Forty-one (26.3 percent) died during the 12 midnight to 
6 a.m. period. The same number, 41 (26.3 percent) died 
between 12:01 to 6 p.m. The time of death least repre-
sented in the data was 6 a.m. to 12 noon (12 or 7.7 per-
cent). The aforementioned represent the general times 
given on 156 homicides. Overall, there are 207 homicide 
victims with both specific and general times given for 
their death. 
The data shows the p.m. segment of time to have 
the highest number of homicide victims (103 out of 156). 
Secondly, there were 88 (29.8 percent) with unknown times 
Table 4. Time of Death of Homicide Victims of 
Riverside County 1975-1979 
Time of Death Number 
6 a.m. - 12 noon 12 
12:01 - 6 p .m. 41 
6:01 - 12 midnight 62 









of death. This finding, that the most common time of 
occurrence in Riverside County is the late-night, early 
morning hours, agrees with the observations of researchers 
like MacDonald (1961) and Lunde (1976) regarding the 
patterns elsewhere in the nation. 
PLACE OF DEATH 
There were many different locations where the 
victims' bodies were found. As shown in Table 5, the 
most common place of death was the hospitals. There were 
104 (35.3%) of the homicide victims accounted for in 
various Riverside County hospitals. This could be mis-
leading, for it would seem as though the hospitals were 
the most frequent place where homicide victims died. In 
reality, they were seriously wounded elsewhere and were 
taken to the hospital, where they eventually died. For 
some victims death came almost immediately, while others 
lived for a short time after surgery. Second to the 
hospitals were private homes, where 71 (24.1%) were found. 
The streets also seem to be a common site for homicides. 
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A total of 68 (23.1%) of the victims were discovered on the 
streets of Riverside County communities. The number of 
incidences at the two locations, home and street, are not 
significantly different. The other locations, i.e. canal, 
Table 5. Place of Death of Homicide Victims of 
Riverside County 1975-1979 






Campus (School) 3 
Outside of Home 3 












campus, outside of home, and at work, accounted for only 
12 of the homicide victims. 
DAY OF THE WEEK 
One prominent feature emphasized in many similar 
studies is the day of the week on which individuals 
become homicide victims. 
Figure 4 shows the number of victims that died on 
any given day within the seven-day weekly cycle. The 
highest percentages of the incidents took place within the 
weekend period. This finding shows an agreement with 
other related findings such as MacDonald's (1961), stating 








Figure 4. Homicide Victims by The Days of The Week 



















Thurs. Fri. Sat. Sun. 
P<.02 x2=15.78 with 6 d.f. 
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victims. As noted, Saturday had the highest number of 
victims (57 or 19.3 percent) overall. Sunday was second, 
with 52 (17.6 percent). Monday and Thursday tied with 42 
(14.2 percent). Tuesday and Wednesday also tied for the 
days with the least amount of victims, with 29 (9.8 per-
cent) cases of the victims recorded. 
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The difference among the days of the week in terms 
of crime incidence is statistically significant. The 
incidence of crime over the weekend is significantly higher 
than it is on the other days of the week. 
What may be suggested here is that weekend homicides 
have some connection with the payment of salary and with 
pleasure. Wages are often collected on Fridays and a por-
tion of one's earnings may be used for pleasure-seeking 
over the weekends. 
Often criminals prey on people with money. Further-
more, people are more vulnerable to violence either as 
assailants or victims when they are excited. These may 
contribute to the higher incidence of homicides on week-
ends. 
PRIMARY MEANS USED 
The weapons used in the commission of these 
homicides were broken down into two categories, the 
primary and the secondary weapons. The Primary weapon is 
so named because it is the only device known to have been 
used on a particular homicide victim. The secondary 
means is that used in conjunction with other methods. For 
instance, although an individual may have been shot, the 
bullet may not have caused his death. Death may have 
resulted from other means such as a beating, strangulation 
or something else. 
The categorization of secondary means was imple-
mented because the investigating coroners had listed in 
some of their reports on two causes that led to the death, 
indicating two weapons or reasons. This was usually 
corroborated by the medical examiners' findings. In order 
to eliminate any confusion on the cause of death the two 
categories were employed. 
Figure 5 shows the weapons used. All guns that 
were not labelled were combined and placed under the 
heading "unspecified gun". Because of the lack of a 
documented category in terms of the weapons used, 9 
(3.1 percent) of the victims with no listed cause of death 
we r e l a be l l e d " o t he r " • 
The number of homicide victims shot by gun was the 
highest, 98 (33.2 percent). The term "unspecified gun" 
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was used because many of the guns included in the data were 
not classified. Within the classified category the 
"revolver" and "rifle" accounted for the deaths of 53 
(18.0 percent), and 21 (7.1 percent). Thus, a total of 184 
Figure .5. Primary Means Used in Homicide 
In Riverside County, 1975-1979 
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(62.0 percent) of the victims, almost two-thirds, were 
killed by various types of gun. Therefore, it is under-
standable why so many anti-crime campaigns are closely 
associated with gun-control campaigns. A ban on guns is 
often an integral part of the anti-crime movement. Those 
that were stabbed or cut were the second highest in number, 
65 (22 percent). The other victims were killed primarily 
by other means. For instance, 
used method, 12 (4.1 percent). 
strangulation was the least 
This study, like other 
related studies by Lunde, Barkas and Wolfgang, shows the 
gun as the most-used weapon in acts of homicide. 
A sample of chi-square was used to determine whether 
guns were used more frequently in murders than other means. 
To run the one-sample chi-square test, the first four 
categories were grouped as one, i.e. gun. The chi-square 
test clearly demonstrates that the use of all types 
of gun is significantly higher than other means used to 
murder the victims. 
SECONDARY MEANS USED 
The coroner's report showed in some cases there 
were secondary causes of death. Of the victims studied, 
seven individuals had proof of more than one reason for 
their death. One individual was shot then he was badly 
beaten. There were six other victims to whom secondary 
means were applied by the assailants. Two were in each of 
the following categories: stabbed, strangled or beaten 
which directly caused their death. 
DRUG USE BY THE VICTIMS 
Although the practice of serological testing may 
var y fr om co u n t y to co u n t y , i t i s common pr a c t i c e to have 
it done in order to tell if there are other chemicals 
present with ethanol. In some cases not only was ethanol 
present, but also other drugs in some form were detected. 
Through the toxicological analysis of the docu-
mented cases, the examiners found alcohol, morphine, 
barbiturate, diazepam or methadone in 132 of the homicide 
victims in varying degrees. Alcohol was found in 122 
victims' bodies with a very small amount of other drugs. 
The body of one of the victims contained methadone and 
diazepam (trade name valium). Morphine was found in 4 
victims, barbiturates in 3. Overall, those with any 
trace of drugs numbered 10. The victims that were found 
free of alcohol and drugs were 163 (55 percent). 
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Table 6. Alcohol/Drugs found in Homicide Victims 
Content Number Percent 
A le oho I 122 94.4 
Morphine 4 . 3 
Barbiturate 3 2.3 
Methadon 1 • 8 
Narcotics (General) 1 • 8 
Diazepam 1 • 8 
Total 132 100.0 
CHAPTER VI 
DEMOGRAPHIC CHARACTERISTICS 
OF THE HO\liICIDE VICTIMS 
This chapter deals with the major concern of this 
study, i.e. the demographic characteristics of the River-
side County homicide victims over the stated five-year 
period. Such an approach is valuable not only for under-
standing the overall profile of the homicide victims, but 
also for the protection of potential victims. If similar 
information about the assailants were known, much light 
could be shed on the dynamics of assailant-victim relation-
ship. The variables that were looked into were age, 
marital status, ethnicity and occupation. 
AGE 
The age distribution of the homicide victims was 
between one and 84, with male homicide victims accounting 
for the extremes. Combining the data for both sexes, we 
find tha~ one-third (32.0 percent) of the homicide victims 
were in the 20-29 age group. 
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The second and third most vulnerable age groups 
were those from 10-19 and 30-39. People aged 10 through 
39 comprised 71 percent of the total victims. This seems 
to suggest that many of the victims of deadly violent crime 
are those in their active, youthful years. 
The lower incidence of those older than 39 years is 
rather noticeable. It should be mentioned that 8 children 
under the age of ten were victims. Observing the relation-
ship between age and the probability of becoming homicide 
victims, one can say after the age of ten, young people are 
more vulnerable than older ones. 
Table 7. The Age Distribution of Homicide Victims 
In Riverside County, 1975-1979 
Age Number Percentage 
l - 9 8 2.7 
10-19 64 21. 7 
20-29 97 32.9 
30-39 48 16.3 
40-49 25 8.5 
50-59 18 6. l 
60-69 20 6.8 
70-84 15 5. 1 
Total 295 100.0 
P<.001 2 .x =177.54 with 7 d. f. 
SEX 
Four times as many males as females became homicide 
victims in Riverside County during the five-year period. 
There were 231 (78.3 percent) male homicide victims and 63 
(21.4 percent) female victims. The findings show similar 
with the findings of other studies. 
MARITAL STATUS 
In view of a significant number of the victims 
being young, it is not surprising that 121 (41.0 percent) 
of the homicide victims were single. What may be 
speculated from this finding is that singles (never 
married) are more likely to be victimized in this manner 
than those of other categories of marital status. Those 
married accounted for 91 (32.9 percent), and those 
divorced numbered 51 (17.3 percent). There were 26 (8.8 
percent) cases in which marital status was unknown. 
ETHNICITY 
Another area of concern is that of the represen-
tation of various ethnic groups in this deadly crime. 
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According to the 1980 Riverside census figures, there were 
788,419 individuals. The ethnic break-down of the county 
population is shown in table 8. The first number in paren-
thesis is the number of victims of each ethnic group. The 
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second number shows the murder rate of each group by 
dividing the number of victims in each category by the 
ethnic population. It is to show the proportion of victims 
against each ethnic group in the county. It reads thus: 
Caucasians 545,547 (228 or 0.4 percent), Mexicans (Spanish-
s urn ame d ) , 12 4 , 4 9 6 ( 2 4 or . 0 2 per c en t ) , Blacks 3 0 , 8 5 7 ( 3 8 
or .12 percent), Asians 9,208 (1 or .01 percent), Aleuts 
and Indians combined were 7,202 (4 or .06 percent), 
"others" numbered 71,109 (67 or .09 percent). 
Although the chi-square result shows highly signif-
icant differences among the victims of the different ethnic 
background, one should consider the proportion of each 
ethnic population in the Riverside County. For instance, 
the large number of white victims may be attributable to 
the fact that whites comprise the largest segment of the 
county population. The chart below shows the proportion 
of the total number of victims that was included in each 
ethnic category and compares it with the proportional 
ethnic population. Caucasians and Blacks are over 
represented. 
Table 8. Homicide Victims by Ethnicity in Riverside 
County, 1975-1979 
Ethnic County Viet im Rate 
Groups Population Percent Victims Percent Per 100,000 
Caucasian 545,547 69.2 228 77.3 41.79 
Mexican 124,496 15.8 24 8. l 19.28 
Black 30,857 3.9 38 12.9 123. 15 
Asian 9' 208 1. 2 l 0.3 10.86 
Aleutsan/ 
Amer. Indian 7,202 . 9 4 1. 4 55.54 
Other 71,109 9 
Total 788,419 100.0 295 100.0 56. 12 
P<.001 x2=436.13 with 3 d.f.* 
*Note: In the Chi-square test, Orientals and American 




Of the eleven occupational categories, the laborers, 
students, craftsman and service workers were the most 
victimized. On the other hand, high-status occupations 
such as engineers and doctors were least represented among 
the homicide victims. The data seem to suggest that people 
of prestigious occupations are less likely to become 
homicide victims than are their counterparts with low-
status occupations. Such may be true for two reasons. 
First, there are more laborers, students and service 
workers than managers, engineers and doctors. Therefore, 
the probability of being targets of homicide is greater. 
Secondly, those with low occupational status are more 
vulnerable to this deadly.crime. For example, the loca-
tion of their residence, their work-place, the type of 
people they interact with, in and out of their community, 
and their life style are more likely to expose them to this 
danger o us c r i me • Thus , in many cases , the ch an c e of be -
coming a homicide victim is associated with circumstantial 
factors. 
'-
Table 9. Occupation of Homicide Victims Prior to 





Service Worker 33 

























Sllvfv1ARY AND CONCLUSIONS 
The overall findings of this study show that the 
295 homicide cases in Riverside County are like those in 
other areas of the United States in some respects and 
different in others. 
Homicide is one anti-social act that should not be 
treated with indifference, but with immediate attention 
and empathy. However, not only should the victims be 
given sympathy, and their families reparation, but the 
survivors and the rest of society should be given adequate 
legal protection. 
From a demographic standpoint, there are some clear-
cut ways to get information about the circumstance that 
surround senseless violent crimes. One important factor 
which is generally listed is the time of occurrence. This 
can have practical application as well as theoretical 
interest. It can be used as a guideline to beware and be 
aware of the vulnerable parts of the day. It can also be 
a yardstick for measuring what may be called the safe 
periods. 
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The time was divided into four segments; 6 a.m. 
till 12 noon, after 12 noon to 6 p.m., 6 p.m. to mid-
night, and midnight to 6 a.m. The p.m. hours had more 
homicide victims than the a.m. hours. During the weekends 
also a disproportionate number of individuals were homicide 
victims. 
Although a significant number of the 295 homicides 
were committed on the streets or homes, many of the victims 
were taken to hospitals where they died. The gun was the 
most common weapon used in this act, with the knife second. 
Through toxicological tests a significant amount of 
alcohol was found in many homicide victims. The amount of 
drugs taken by the victims of homicide was between 0.1% and 
0.50%. They were morphine, barbiturate, methadone, diaze-
pam and narcotics (general). Included, too, was alcohol. 
A number of homicide victims were under 21 years of age and 
single. Overall, Caucasians represented 77.3 percent of 
the total, a somewhat larger percentage than is found in 
the general population. The largest single occupational 
category of homicide victims was laborers, and students 
were a close second. But no specific occupation was 
exempt; professionals like doctors and engineers had 
succumbed to homicidal attacks. 
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CONCLUSIONS 
The results of this study and the findings of other 
studies pointed to several significant conclusions~ No 
one, in any place, is absolutely safe, beyond the reach 
of becoming a homicide victim; although some may be at 
greater risk than others. If a person lives in a poor 
and crime-ridden area, his risk of violent death is greater 
than that of people who reside in "safer" neighborhoods. 
One factor of agreement between the empirical 
literature and the findings of this study was the part 
played by alcohol in many homicides. Another area of 
agreement is the large number of homicide victims who were 
male and single. 
RECOv1MENDATIONS FOR FUTURE STUDIES 
The findings of this study could be amplified by 
further study in victimology. One such area for further 
research would be the relative occupational risk; is the 
number of individuals within certain occupations who have 
become homicide victims in Riverside County proportionally 
the same as those in similar occupations elsewhere in the 
United States? 
Also one could compare the homicide rates in 
Riverside County's zip code areas with similar sized zip 
code areas in other states. This might show whether dis-
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tinctive demographic and ethnic factors were associated 
with differences in homicide rates and hence point to 
additional risk factors. 
Another fruitful area of research might be the 
reporting of deaths by various county coroners in other 
parts of California and in other states. Are there diff-
erences and similarities in their report forms; do they 
have limitations in the data they ask for? If the reports 
are generally limited i~ information, could any difference 
be found in the reporting of natural deaths, as well as 
suicides or homicides? What patterns might there be in the 
reporting? 
A further area of study might be violence on univer-
sity campuses. How do the ethnic groups most at risk on 
various campuses compare with one another and with the pop-
ulation at large? Also, in the neighborhoods with crime 
watchers, is there a decrease in the incidence of crime 
since this safety method was implemented? 
A final area of investigation could be the preva-
lence of homicides among Blacks. Why are they overrepre-
sented by a ratio of 3 to 1? 
PROBLEMS WITH INVESTIGATING CORONERS REPORTS 
The obvious place for gathering information of this 
nature is the coroner's investigating reports. However, 
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these sometimes have very limited utility. In some 
reports there are only names, dates of deaths, and 
addresses that are filed. Also, some of them were diffi-
cult to read because they were not typed. This may not 
reflect the present policy of the office; it could have 
been because of the time the study was done and also the 
years chosen. 
Coroners' reports are important not only to the 
family members and relatives of the homicide victims, 
but al so to researchers, and legal and social invest i-
ga tors. Included in all the reports should be the police 
reports. This would save time for many using the coroners' 
files for studies of this kind, because all the relevant 
information would be in one place. The coroners' reports 
would be much improved if they would include a homicide 
victim's religious preference, and the number of his or her 
children and siblings. 
In noting the importance of these reports, individ-
uals who will use the reports should have their fact 
gathering sheets so outlined that should they decide to 
pursue their study further at a later date all they will 
have to do is update the already recorded data. Coroners 
and their reports play an important part in the public 
knowledge of circumstances leading to every death, so 




Abrahamsen, David. The Murderine Mind. New York: Harper 
&: Row, 1 9 7 3 • 
Allen, Nancy. Homicide: Perspectives on Prevention. 
New Yo r k : Human Sc i enc e s P r e s s , 1 9 7 1 • 
Andress, Vern. The Demographic Distribution of Suicide 
In Riverside County Between 1965 and 1969. 
Loma L ind a : Loma L i n d a Un i v er s i t y P re s s , l 9 7 6 • 
Askenasy, Hans. Are We All Nazis? (1st ed.). Secaucas: 
L. Stuart, 1978. 
Bard, Morton and Dawn Sangrey. The Crime Victim's Book. 
New York: Basic Books, Inc., 1952. 
Barkas, Janet L. Victims: Violence and Its Aftermath. New 
York: Scribner, 1978. 
Bar t e 1 , J o an • A De a t h i n Can an • ( l s t • e d • ) • New Yo r k : 
Dutt on, l 9 7 6. 
Bartel, Joan. A Death in California. New York: St. 
Martin's Press, 1981. 
Bo 1 i t h o , W i l 1 i am • Mu r d e r f o r P r o f i t • New Yo r k : H a r p e r 
and Brothers, 1964. 
Bromberg, Walter. The Mold of Murder: A Psychiatric 
Study of Homicide. New York: Grune and Stratto, 
1961. 
Brophy, John. The Meaning of Murder. New York: Crowell, 
1967. 
Brown, Stuart. A Man Named Tony: A True Story of the 
Ya b I o n s k i Mu r d e r s ( 1 s t . e d • ) • New Yo r k : No r t on , 
1976. 
Cheney, Margaret. The Coed Killer. New York: Marrow, 
1976. 
67 
Drapkin, Israel and E. Viano. "Victimology:" A New Focus. 
(Vol.iv, violence and its Victims), Lexington: 
D.C. Heath and Co. 1973. 
Flusser, Martin., The Squeal Man: The True Story of Matt 
§onora, Suburban Homicide Detective. New York: 
Morrow, 1977. 
G~laway, Burt and Joe Hudson _(ed.) Perspectives On Crime 
V i c t i ms • S t • Lou i s : C. V. Mos by Co • , 1 9 8 1 . 
Gardiner, Muriel. The Deadly Innocents: Portraits of 
Ch i 1 d r en who K i 1 1 • New Yo r k : Bas i c Book s , 1 9 7 6 • 
Gaute, J.H.H. The Murderers' Who's Who: Outstanding 
Ipternaional Cases from the Literature of Murder in 
the Last 150 Years (1st ed.). New york: Methuen, 
1979. 
Gelb, Barbara. On the Track of Murder: Behind the Scenes 
With a Homicide Commando Sguad. New York: Marrow, 
1975. 
Gibbons, Don. Society, Crime and Criminal Careers. 
Englewood: Princeton-Hall Inc., 1973. 
Godwin, John. Murder U.S.A.: The Ways We Kill each 
0 the r ( 1 s t e d • ) • New Yo r k : Ho 1 t , R i n eh a r t , and 
Winston, 1980. 
Goldsmith, Jack and Goldsmith Sharon S. Crime and The 
E Ider ly. Boston: D.C. Heath and Co., 1975. 
Hahn, Paul H. Crime Against the Elderly: A Study jp 
Yictimology. Santa Cruz: Davis Pub. Co. Inc., 
1976. 
Harland, J. in John MacDonald's The Murderer and His 
Victim. Springfield: Charles C. Thomas Publisher, 
1961. 
Hentig, von H. The Criminal and His Victim; Studjes ip 
the Sociology of Crime. New Haven: Yale Univ. 
Press, 1948. 
Higdon, Hal. The Crime of the Century: The Leopold and 
Loeb Cases (1st ed.). New York: G.P. Putnams Sons, 
1975. 
68 
Hindelang, Michael E. et al. Victims of Personal Crime: 
An Empirical Foundation for a Theory of Personal 
Victimology. Cambridge: Ballinger Publishing 
Co., 1979. 
Holbrook, S.H. Murder Out Yonder: An Informal Study of 
Certain Classic Crimes in Back-County America. 
New Yo r k : Ma cM i 1 1 i an , 1 9 4 1 . 
Hughes, Daniel J. Homicide Investigative Techniques. 
Sp r i n g f i e 1 d : Ch a r 1 e s C. Thomas . Pub 1 i s he r , 1 9 7 4 • 
Jones, Ann. Women Who Kill. New York: Holt, Rinehart, 
and Winston, 1980. 
Kessler, William F. and Paul B. Weston. The detection of 
Mu r d e r . New Yo r k : Ar c o Pub 1 i s h i n g Co • I n c . , 1 9 6 1 • 
Kutash, Samuel B.; Louis B. Schlisinger, (ed.) Violence. 
San Francisco: Jessey-Bass Publisher, 1978. 
Lester, David and Lester Gene. Crime of Passion; Murder 
and the Murderer. Chicago: Nielson Hall, 1975. 
Lunde, Donald T. Murder and Madness. San Francisco: 
San Francisco Book Co., 1976. 
Lunde, Donald T. The Die Song: A Journey Into the Mind 
of a Mass Murderer. New York: Lunde and Jefferson 
Norton, 1980. 
MacDonald, John M. The Murderer and His Victim. Spring-
field: Charles C. Thomas Publisher, 1961. 
Mccomas, J. The Graveside ComQanion: An Anthology of 
California Murders. New York: I. Obolensky, 
1962. 
McNulty, Faith. The Burning Bed. New York: Harcort Brace 
Jovanovich, 1980. 
Palmer, Stewart. A Study of Murder. New York: Thomas Y. 
Crowe 11 Co., 1960. 
Poulos, John W. 
New York: 
Ihe Anatomy of Criminal Justice. 
Fountain Pre.ss, 1976. 
Mineola, 
Reckless, Walter C. The Crime Problem. New York: 
Princeton-Hall Inc., 1973. 
69 
Reiff, Robert. The Invisible Victim. New York: Basic 
Books Inc. , l 9 7 6. 
Russell, Diana E. H. Crimes Against Women. New York: 
Les Femmes Millnrae, 1976. 
Schafer, Steven. Victimology: The Victim and His Criminal. 
Reston: Reston Publishing Co. Inc., 1977. 
Schanborn, Karl. Dealing With Violence. Chicago: Charles 
C . Thoma s Pub 1 i s he r ; 1 9 7 6 • 
Schultz, Donald 0. Crime Science Investigation. Englewood 
Cliffs: Prentice Hall Inc., 1977. 
S he i dma n , i n Nancy A 1 l en ' s Hom i c i de : Per s p e c t i v e s on 
P rev en t i on • New York : Human Sci enc es Pres s , l 9 7 l • 
Simon, Rita James. Women and Crime. Lexington: D.C. 
Heath and Company, 1975. 
Sutherland, Edwin in Burt Galaway's Perspectives On Crime 
Victims. St. Louis: C.V. Mosby Co., 1981. 
Ti d yma n, Ernest. Dunmy. New York: Litt 1 e Br own, 197 4-. 
U.S. Census of Population of 1980 and Housing-Advance 
Report of California, Published March, 1981. 
Wertham, Frederic. The Show of Violence. New York: 
Doubleday, 1949. 
Wertham, Frederic. A Sign For Cain. New York: The 
Ma cM i l l an Co • , l 9 6 6 • 
West, D. J. Murder Followed by Suicide. Boston: Harvard 
University Press, 1966. 
Wolfgang, Marvin, E. 
Philadelphia: 
eatterns In Criminal Homicide. 
University of Pennsylvania, 1958. 
Wolfgang, Marvin E. Studies in Homicide. New York: 
H a r p e r and Row, l 9 7 6 . 
Yallop, David Delano. To Die Is Not Enough: A True 
Account of Murder and Retribution. Boston: 
Houghton-Miff !in, 1974. 
70 
Articles: 
Av i s on , N • H • "V i c t i ms o f H om i c i de • " I n t e r n a t i on a l 
Journal of Criminoloiiv and Penology, (1974) Vol. 2, 
· No. 2, pp. 225-237. 
Boris, Steven Barnet. "Criminology." An Interdisciplinary 
Journal, (1979) Vol.17, No. 1 p. 139. 
Ca l i f o r n i a Leg i s I a t u r e Sen a t e • "J u s t i f i ab I e Hom i c i de . " 
(SB 1480) California Bureay of Criminal Statistics, 
Hom i c i de in Ca 1 i for n i a, p. 6 0 • 
0 ff ice of the Attorney Gener a I . "Cr i mes • " Cr i me 
Prevention Review California, (1975) Vol. 3, p. 130. 
Good w i n , Don a I d W. "A le oh o I i n Su i c i de and H om i c i de • " 
Quarterly Journal of studies on Alcohol, (1973) 
Vol. 34, pp. 120-138. 
Gubrium, Jaber F. "Crime and Delinquency." National 
Council on Crime and Delinguency, (1974) Vol. 20, 
No. l p. 215. 
Hirsch, Charles S., Rushforth, Norman B.; Ford, Amasa B.; 
and Adelson, Lester, "Homicide and Suicide in a 
Metropolitan County: Long Term Trends." Journal 
of Amer i can Med i ca 1 Assoc i at i on , ( 197 3 ) Vo 1 • 2 2 3 , 
No. 8 
Par s on age , W i I I i am H . "Per s p e c t i v es on V i c t i mo 1 o g y • " ( e d • ) 
American Society of Criminology, Sage Reaearch 
Progress Series in Criminology, (1979) Vol. vii, 
pp. 48-58. 
Pokorny, Alex D. "Moon Phases, Suicide and Homicide." 
American Journal of Psychology, (1964) Vol. 121. 
U.S. Department of Justice and Law Enforcement Assistance. 
"A Report on the Dayton-San Jose Pilot Survey of 
Victimology." Crime and Victims, (1976) p.269. 
U.S. Department of Justice. "Crime in the United States." 
E.B.I. Washington, D.C. Govt. Printing office, 
(1980) pp. 6, 11, 12. 
z ah n , Marg a r et A. "Cr i mi no logy • " Ao I n t er d i s c i p I i n a r v 
Journal, (1975) Vol. 13, No. 1 p. 400. 
71 
Appendix A 
The Data Sheet Prepared for This Study 
(By Dr. Vern Andress used in his study on Suicide 
in Riverside County, between 1975 and 1979) 
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( ) SUICIDE 
.( ) HOMICIDE ,· 
DECEDENT: ( ) ASSOCIATED WITH RO~t!CIDE 
SEX: M F 
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- ··-
OCOJP.l.TION: ----- LAST .EMPLOYER: ( ) tTh'EMPLOYED 
DISCO\'E.~ BY:------ NOTE LEFT: YES NO . ATIAffiED: YES NO 
-----------------------------~· HrninRESSED: -------------------
HOUR OF INJURY: ---- AM PM S ?>I" T W T F S 
t-~ DY YEAA 
ll.\TE FOUXD: i I HOUR FOUND .AM PM n:\.TE OF DEA'IH 
t.iJDA ·f~ --- . -IF---!'O~T~D-0_1 __ _ 
PLA.~ OF DEATii: ( ) HOSP ( ) HOME ( ) OUI'SIDE HCME Rcx:r.t: ---------
ADD~S: 
--I~F-O~T~n~S~~~T~HA~N~R~ES~I~D~EN~C~E~OF~D~E~CED=-EN--T------------.;._----------
BODY I.CCATION: ~~~=-==-===-~~=-~~----------------.;__-------------~ BED ~IR FLCOR GARAGE YARD FIELD AUTO SHED OTHER 
()GUN TIPE: P R S CAL: __ WHERE:--------------
( ) CUITING ( ) R:\.ZOR . ( ) ~IFE O'IHER _____ WHERE: --------
()DRUGS: TYPi=· ----(. )POISON: TYPE:-------------
( ) BUR.':S ( ) ELECTROCUTION ( ) HANGING ( ) DROWNING ( ) ASPHYXIATION 
( ) CO. __ % SAT. ( ) GAS ( ) JUMPING: LOC. 
', ---------------------~ 
( ) OIBE.:i. MJDALI1Y: ---------------------------------------------
. E'IHA.'\OL: ____ % w/v BARBITIJRATE 1YPE: ------------- BLOOD __ mg GASTRIC _· _ 
CORO~i:R· S STATED C.\USE OF .DE.\TII: ----------------------------------
@ VRA 1977 
AFP.:\REIT mrIVATICN: A B 
. ( ) ( ) ILL PHYSICAL HEAL'IH 
( ) ( ) ILL MEITTAL HEAL'IH 
( ) ( ) LOVE .AFFAiR 
( ) ( ) JEALOUSY, ANGER, RAGE 
( ) ( ) DEATii OF 01HER \\'HO: WHEN: 1 · 
( ) ( ) · lD?\'ELINE.SS 
( ) ( ) MARITAL DIFFICULTIES · . 
( ) ( ) BUSTh'Bs, EMPLOYMENI', FINANCES (UNDEU.INE) 
( ) ( ) PSYOiOLOGICAL DEPRESS!Oi'l, DESPCNDENC'f 
( ) ( ) GUILT OVER SEXUALITI 
( )( ) O'IHER: ( )() UNKNrnm:------------------~ 
( ) PP.EVIOUS TdREATS: WHE.Z: Far I I 'l'O 1\'HOM: --------------
( ) PP.EVIOUS A'I1D!PTS: WHEN: ror I HOW: ---------------
( ) ClR~i!'LY SEED:G MD ( ) SEEING PSYOllATRIST/PSYCliOLOGisr MiEN: _._f_I_ · 
() <n·MCTI·IE.fI'S TO MFNTAL HOSPITALS/WARDS. WHEN _f_I_ 
( ) ~C.,~i POLICE RECORD l'IHEN: _J_I_ l'1l1!: ----------------
REH~\'.S: 
-AN-'-ECC-0-TA_L/_8.l-. ZAA_A _r:\_E_C_Ci_M_MEN_T_S ;-E>/-~-T-S-SUXR--C-t..."'D-l-NG-0-EA-T-Ht'-O-I-SCO-V-ER....,Y---ET..,.C,....-
INVESTIGATING CORO~'ER: ------ . DATE nus REPORT_,_,_. - INITIALS - () Il3.\1 
Appendix B 
The Master Log Sheet Filed in the Coroner's Office 
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The Front of the Master Log Sheet 
Now in Use at the Coroner's 
Office 
RIVEnSID! COUNTY COROHEJrS O'PFICE 
CLASSIFICATION AND ·SELECTED . STATISTICS 
CATE OF OEATH ----------• 19 ---
Sl!X1 0MAL! 0 l'E'MAL! AC! ---
Cl.ASSIFICATIOH 
0 NATURAL OEATH 
0 TRAFFIC (Motor Vehicle) 
QSUICIOE 
0HOMICIOE 






0 Durint TefUlar office hours 
0 Saturday, Sund~ or Holidoy 
0 Before office hours 
0 After Office hours 
AREA HAHDLING: 
D Riverside c;Jlndio 
DISTRICT:-------------
0 COLLISION ANO MISCELLANEOUS ······-··········-·-·-·-··--··--········--····-··0 ~or 0 Pauen;er 
0 PEOESTRIA~ - MOTOR VEHICLE 
0 MOTOR VEHICLE - NON TRAFFIC 
MANNEROFOCCURRENCE---------------------------------------------
i..e14e City 
l.OC>. TION OF ACCIDENT ----------- CJ Ce~et• Ll•lts 
Outei4e City 
D c-. ..... Li•lt• 
SUICIDE OR HOMIClDE 
NATURE (Type)-----------------
APPARENT MOTIVATION---------------
lfl SUICID!1 HOT! 1.!P:T 
CJY!S · CJHO 
MISC!l.LAHl!OUS VIOL!HT ACC1Dl!HTS 
0 AIRCRAFT (Civil ion) 
0 AIRCRAFT (Military) 









0 POISON AND DRUGS 
0SHOOTING 
CJOTH!lt 
Ull.WAY ACCIO!HT1 If Y .. , C .. •·cli ~.,. CJ WAT!lt TltAHSl'OltTATION ACCID!NTa If Yee, O.cli Here 0 
(Ott.er then Trefflcl . 
lllAHH!lt 0, OCCUltlt!HC! -----------
UHD!T!RMIMADL! 
lt!ASON~~~--~-::====::::::=:::=:=:=:=:=:=======--~~--~~~~~~-----
~OTlt U11 , .. .,. 11 11et ,.,.114ete4 • """'' 
•' .. ,, ......... ., .............. , ... .,.4 .... , 
.. _ •• .,, ........ lllfeMUtfl ... IOH4 .. ,,.,_ 
e llflllHtel ,_,...,., 
FOR INVESTICA TOR 
D If lncom1Jl•t•, checlr 
l\ete, Hp loin 1n remcnlrt 
FOR ST A TISTlCAL O.ERK 
0 Stcttlltical entriH 
made on toity Mfftl 
The Back of the Master Log Sheet 
NATURAL DEATHS (fntemcstianof ~asificotion of Oi1eose•) 
0 lnfecti- and Parasitic Oi1ea ... 
0Neo91•1111• 
0 .Allervic, Enclocrine Syste111, Metobolic, ond 
Nutriticnol Oi ... 1H 
0 DiMGHs of the Blood OftCI Blood-formin9 Q.vans 
0 M.oltol, P1ydtOMUf'Ofic, OftCI P•sonality Diaarders 
0 OiHaHs of the Nervous S.,st- and s.n .. Orvons 
0 D!s .. Ma ol the Circvfotory System 
0 Di 1eoses of the RHIMretory Syat .. 
0 Oiseosn of the Oi99sti- Syat.n 
DETERMINATION 
CLASSl,ICATIONr D INVESTIGATION 
CAUS! Oil O!ATHr 
0AUTOPST 0 !XAMINATIOH 
D ll'RIYAT! AUTOll'SY lt!SULTS 
SELECTED STATISTICS 
0 OiaeaMs of the G.tito-winary Syat-
0 Doli.,.ies oncl Complicotions Of Pr..-.cy, 
Childbirril, and Pu..-ium 
0 Di MOHS of Skin and C.llulcw Tissue 
0 Dis~ ... of tfte Bones oncl Organs of ~t 
0 Conv-nitol MolfCWftlOtiona 
0 Certain DiMOMs of Early lnfoncy 
0 s.,n..,._.s, S..ility, and Ill-defined Conditions 
0 Naturol Couan (cause undetenftined) 
svdt 01 dec~Mcl Nftlains, etc. 
0 Sudd• lnfont Oeatft S,ndf'Dllla 
D INQUEST 
D C~UL TATIOH 0 TOXICOLOGICAL STUDIES 
0 AUTOPSY P!R S!C. 27520 GOY!'RHM!NT CCD! 
!THYL ALCOHOL D!T!RMIHATIONSr 0 o~.... D Pe .. -... Cl , ..... .,i- 0 Othw c. ... 
RESUt.TS1 O o.oo • o.os" Cl o.o• • 0.10" D 0.11 • 0.1•~ . CJ Ower o.1s" 
TOXICOLOGICAL STUDl!S1 CJ BARBITURAT!S CJ CARBON MOHOXID! 0 OTH!lt SUllST AHC!S 
X•RAYS TAIC!N1 If Y••, Oieclt Hwe 0 Police AVency 0 RSO 0 OiP CJ City Police 
INITIAL MORTUARY S!L!CTIOH1 If t1194e lly C..eftw, Check H~ 0 





The Data Sheet Used by the Coroner Investigators 
For Filing Reports 
! 
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COftOMl:R'S INVIQTIGA Ti.ON rmPOnT 
lrMIStigation UPI'" . the Body of 
nitST.._, MICCUNAMI 
IXtC!D!NT PlnSOHAL DATA 
SIX NOi 
UCI COMl'UXICN 
DATt 06 ltltTM 
~AnoN 
. _.ITA4 SfATUS 
~S.~Jr .. ~ 
RIVERSIDE COUNTY, CALIFORNIA 
Cle=tflcation 
c MAT&ll:tM. DIA_, 
• CJ 1'LUN: M:ICICDfl: CJ SHCllS 
LAITNMll CJ ........... 
CJ MllC.VQJNT~ 
CJ wa1- I 1111 
CJ 
MbGHT I WllGHT Ina 
ICAASNfO~ 
... n.ua lcmzcc>9 
IW\O'nNll ~NfT Oil ,. .. 
Fiie Mn------
1MAa 
CJ NIWll MA .. lm CJ MMRllD CJ wtoowm CJ ONOICl:D 
JOCIM. SB:UlllTY NUM&P I VCTPAH $TA T\1$ 
1
..,.. IOINTiflm ~ens 
0 ... a en 
lESIDIHCI 
IHJURY INFORM.A TIOH 
STA ft 
DAT1 a- INIUllY I '""' °' INIUllT CJ WMll.I AT WOU 
PUCI Of DU.TH 
,~~-'" DATI Cl OIATH 
CITY Oil T'CMN 
I 'IMC°' OU.TH I HAMI °' INflOIWNCT I DATI ITWI 
HIXT OF KIM 





o~m o-·-m : ,.,,,.,,.-..., ................ ,. 
Cl mm. ALCCtQ. 
OISPOSITIOH OF llMAIHS AHD PllOPlltTY 
Cl
,._..,,_ --- I "QnaT'I' acu.um TO I HQUUT Of: 
Other Side For lnvatlgatk>n SunwNry 
. I DAT1 l Tl .... 
I 
. I DAT1 Ina.a 
CJ MAW llWT'M.I a anc 
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INVESTIGATION SUMMAftY The Back Page of the Coroner's Re!port 
I 
SUSP!CT . ...,.,... 
w.,,..em 
'----------·~------------




Cl'(RAT'O'-----------------W(N()N OUC:Rl,.,IOH ()It M(TMOO, _____________________________ _ 
!~ .... ,.._ ________________ _ 
LU.YI '1111 .. ACI I~& 
lnwsti9ator·------------------ ----------
~ bv~~~------~-
J ~ s S. Bird, Jr. 
Cotentt Of Ri¥Cnide County 
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Appendix D 
The Victims' Bill of Rights 
'" --: " =-- - • · PROPOSED LAW··. . - . r 
.4:'f ~ = .. .,.. . . .. . . ·- : ::. .- .. : . . . . - - .: ·. ,(, .' ~-~ .. .. .. ..... ~. -
... :·SEC.~:i.., -.I1'iiam~t man be·~awn as -rbeY°tt:tims• Billot . 
•Rfghts"' _. ~ . . . . '- :_· - ~-- :. -·: . ... :·-... · . ~-~- . . :--:- . :, ·- . ....... . 
· : SEC. ·2. 'Section 412 ol Art:icle·1·or the· Constitution iS rei)ealed. ,,· -
·. . . . 86& ~ -It~ ~Be releme.ie en ecm e., Mtieienl 9'ireee9, . 
· ~ fep ~ ~ .wftett t9e faee~ e¥ideftt •the presump/ . · 
tieft ~ &tee!9i. e ~ fft9" ftel ee re~ttire&. ; .• '.. .. :- . · . .. _. -
:: -la pe"99ft ~ ee released ee - ep fteti eWft reeegnil!Mtee ift -~ 
· ... eettff!! ~retie&.: · ' " • ·-· ·.·--·.· · · -~ ~ •• ·,~ . .- ,__ ·· • ·· • •. · : 
. · SEC. 3. Section 28 .is added .to"Artide ·1 ·0r the-Constitution. to 
· · ·read: · :. ·.. . . · -- ·. ... . · · · . · · · :· .. · 
; SEC. £8. (11) Tbe People of tbe State of Qlilomi11 find and d~ . 
cJare that the en•ctment of comprehensive provisions and Jaws ensur--
ing 11 biU al rights for victims of crime, including safeguards_ in the . 
criminal justice system to fuUy prott!Ct those rights. u 11 matter of 
. grave statewide conccm. · • · . . , : . · 
Tbe rights of VJ'cbms penade the crim.inszl justlce system, encom-
passing not only the right to restitubim from the wrongdoen for 
linandal Iossa suHert!d as 11 result of criminal acts, but also the more 
. basic czPecl:lban that persons who commit feloruous acts causing 
injury to innocent victims will be appropnately detained in custody. 
tried by the courts, md sulficiendy punished so that the public safety 
is prot~ted and encouraged as a goal of lugbest importance. 
. Such public safety extends to public primary, elemeil~ junior 
high, and senior high school campUSl'1S, where students and staff have ~ 
the right to be s:Ue and S«ure in their penoru.. _ · , ·; · . · 
· To sCCYJmplish these goak, broad refonns in the 'prixeclum/ treat· 
. ment of accused persons and the disposition and sentencing of con-
victed persons are necess:uy md proper as deterrents to crimin..J • 
belum·or and to stm'ous disruption of ~pit:-s Uves. 
· · (b) Restitution. It is the uneqw·i'OCal intenb·on of the People of 
!he St11te of California that all persons who suffer losses :u a result of 
. ,· crimin3.l acb'vily shall have the ngbt to restitution from the persons . 
convicted of the crimes for losses they suJTer. · . · · · · . 
Resb"tution sh:Ul be ordered from I.he conYl'ctt!d persons in e1~ry 
case, regardless of the sentence or disposition im~ in which a 
· cnme victim suffer.r •loss, unless compeJling md e.rtnordinary rea-
.. · sons exist to the contrary. The ugi"slature shH.11 adopt provisions to 
· · · implement this section during the calendar ye11r following adoption 
of this section. ·· · · ·· · · .. . .. . - . .. ; -
Sl 
